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--REMARKS- 

The present amendment replies to a Non-Final Office Action dated June 2, 2004. 
Claims 1-3, and 5-20 are currently pending in the present application. Claims 1, 8, and 16 
have been amended and claim 4 cancelled herein. Claims 21-24 have been added. In the 
Non-Final Office Action, the Examiner rejected pending claims 1-3 and 5-20 on various 
grounds. Claim 4 was objected to as depending upon a rejected base claim, but found 
allowable if rewritten. The Applicant responds to each ground of rejection as subsequently 
recited herein and respectfully requests reconsideration and further examination of the 
present application. 

A. Claims 1-3, 5-8, 1 1-16, and 18-20 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(b), as 
being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 5,530,959 to Amrany, 

The Applicant has thoroughly considered the Examiner's remarks concerning 
patentability of claims 1-3, 5-8, 11-16, and 18-20 over U.S. Patent No. 5,530,959 to 
Amrany (the '"^ Amrany patent"). The Applicant has also thoroughly read the Amrany patent. 
The Applicant asserts that the Amrany patent fails to disclose, teach, or suggest a method or 
system for stabilizing power consumption in a digital logic circuit having the power 
consumption dependent upon signal transitions including "transmitting the scrambled 
signal through the digital logic circuit" as recited in the amended independent claim 1 or 
"wherein the scrambled signal is transmitted through the digital logic circuit" as recited in 
the amended independent claims 8 and 16. 

The Amrany patent describes a self-synchronizing scrambling/descrambling 
arrangement including a scrambler and a descrambler. The scrambled data is transmitted 
from the scrambler to the descrambler. See FIG. 1 ; column 2, lines 22-33. The Amrany 
patent is silent as to any digital logic circuit between the scrambler and the descrambler, let 
alone a digital logic circuit having power consumption dependent upon signal transitions of 
the present invention as claimed and defined in the specification. Because the Amrany 
patent fails to set forth each and every element of the amended independent claims 1, 8, and 
1 6, the Amrany patent cannot anticipate the present invention as claimed. See MPEP 2131. 
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Claims 2, 3 and 5-7, claims 1 1-15, and claims 18-20 depend directly or indirectly 
from amended independent claims 1, 8, and 16, respectively. Therefore, the dependent 
claims include all the elements and limitations of their respective amended independent 
claims. The Applicant therefore respectfully submits that dependent claims 2, 3, 5-7, 11- 

1 5, and 18-20 are allowable over the Amrany patent for at least the same reason as set forth 
above with respect to their respective amended independent claims. 

Withdrawal of the rejection of claims 1-3, 5-8, 1 1-16, and 18-20 under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 102(b) as being anticipated by the Amrany patent is respectfully requested. 

B. Claims 9, 10, and 1 7 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 5,530,959 \o Amrany in view of U.S. 
Patent No. 6,052,390 to Deloit, et al 

The Applicant has thoroughly considered the Examiner's remarks conceming 
patentability of claims 9, 10, and 17 over U.S. Patent No. 5,530,959 to Amrany (the 
"Amrany patent") in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,052,390 to Deloit, et al, (the "Deloit 
patent") The Applicant has also thoroughly read the Amrany and Deloit patents. Claims 9 
and 10, and claim 1 7 depend directly or indirectly from amended independent claims 8 and 

16, respectively, and so include all the elements and limitations of their respective amended 
independent claims. The Applicant therefore respectfully submits that dependent claims 9, 
10, and 17 are allowable over the Amrany and Deloit patents for at least the same reason as 
set forth above with respect to the amended independent claims 8 and 16. The Amrany and 
Deloit patents, alone or in combination, fail to disclose, teach, or suggest a system for 
stabilizing power consumption in a digital logic circuit having the power consumption 
dependent upon signal transitions "wherein the scrambled signal is transmitted through the 
digital logic circuit" as recited in the amended independent claims 8 and 16. 
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Withdrawal of the rejection of claims 9, 10, and 17 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being anticipated by the Amrany patent in view of the Deloit patent is respectfully 
requested. 

C. Claim 4 has been cancelled and claims 21-24 have been added. 

Claim 4 has been cancelled and Claim 21 has been added to take the place of 
cancelled claim 4. The Examiner objected to claim 4 as depending upon a rejected base 
claim, but found claim 4 allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base. 

Claims 22-24 have been added to more particularly point out and distinctly claim 
the subject matter of the invention. Claims 22-24 depend directly from allowable 
independent claim 21 and include all the elements and limitations of allowable independent 
claim 21 . The Applicant therefore respectfully submits that dependent claims 22-24 are 
allowable for at least the same reason as independent claim 21. 

Allowance of claims 21-24 is respectfully requested. 
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SUMMARY 

Reconsideration of claims 1-3 and 5-20 as amended and examination of claims 21-24 
is respectfully requested in light of the remarks herein. The Applicant submits that claims 1- 
3 and 5-24 as set forth by this Amendment fully satisfy the requirements of 35 U.S.C. §§102, 
103, and 112. In view of foregoing remarks, favorable consideration and early passage to 
issue of the present application are respectfully requested. 



Dated: September 29. 2004 
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